Introduction
Youth studies is made up of many perspectives. While built around a sociological core, it is interdisciplinary. It draws contributions from geography, history, anthropology, education, cultural and media studies, and even critical strands of adolescent psychology and economics. Its topics range widely from the criminological study of gang formation to the cultural reshaping of music genres and even high school proms, and from patterns of household formation to the potential of austerity policies to create a 'lost generation' facing the scarring effects of their early labor market experiences across their working lives.
Yet there are also similarities that help provide shared points of reference for youth scholars. Youth studies is understood by many of its practitioners as having two dominant poles under which many studies, despite their diversity, can be grouped. These 'transitions' and 'cultures' poles have been called the 'twin tracks' of youth research (Cohen 2003) . The first focuses on transitions to 'adulthood' statuses such as the completion of study and entry into the full-time labor market. Researchers look to identify patterns of transition and the structures of inequality visible within these patterns, often but not exclusively drawing on quantitative data sets. Studies employing a cultural perspective focus on youth cultural forms, particularly those tied to the most visible or confronting music scenes and fashion styles of the day. Scholars in this tradition tend to draw on ethnographic methods, focusing on the meaning of experiences and events to young people themselves, often with the aim of highlighting young peoples' creativity and resistance to the status quo (Bennett 2002) .
The division between youth cultures and transitions can be exaggerated, and some of the most enduring writing in youth studies from the past works across the division (Furlong and Woodman 2015: 13). There are, however, many studies that do resemble one approach more than the other and orient to the different canonical texts and to the latest debates within either the transitions or cultures approach. A focus on some aspect of young lives and not others can be justified in many ways. It is needed for a deeper investigation of particular research questions. The limits imposed by the availability of research funding -and by any researcher's, or even team of researchers' capacity -mean that restricting a study's focus is a practical necessity. Yet, unless research findings are understood in the context of young lives as a whole, potentially misleading or overly simplistic claims can easily emerge (Woodman 2013).
On the one hand, there is a danger of exaggerating social change. There could be substantial change in some aspects of young lives while other aspects remain stable. For example, cultural forms could change markedly without any change in young people's economic position relative to each other as inherited from the previous generation (Furlong et al. 2011: 356-357) . On the other hand, if some parts of young people's lives are changing significantly, the appearance of stability in another aspect of their lives may itself be misleading. Youth studies scholars are increasingly recognizing that engagements that shape young people's lives -their work, their relationships, their cultural engagements -are intertwined (Henderson et al. 2007, Bennett and Hodkinson 2012) . This means that demands made by changes in one sphere may lead to changes, or difficulties in meeting existing expectations or responsibilities, in another.
The most important research insights into the lives of young people today might indeed be found in the gaps and disjunctions created in people's lives by social change. It has been suggested, for example, that the subjectivities of this late modern age may be built through holding together lives across such gaps (Beck and Beck-Gernsheim 2002) . Collectively, the chapters that make up this book suggest that any neat division between transitions and cultures in youth studies is increasingly out of step with the reality of young lives, and the future of youth studies will demand renewed efforts to bridge the gap between the two.
